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Abstract. Realism, as a universally applicable theory of international relations, is no longer better
explaining the emerging international affairs after cold war. A typical question is why Britain with
hundreds of nuclear weapons can be an ally of America, but undetermined nucleate North Korea has
regarded as an axis of evil for America? Thus, for fully understand the nature of constructivism
theory of international relation. This study starts with an introduction of sources in theory
germination and a comparison among schools in theory formation, so as to clarify the relationship
among these four elements: national identity and national interests; language and national identity;
rules and international society; international society and national interests, and further offer a path
for analysis of international affairs.
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JENE IR R 25 18] o A 3 SO AR AR R T 3 22 4 22 B TS 4 [ PR ok R EE 12 (Qin,

2006a & Lin, 2013b). "4 (Ian Hacking) #Ff# (Immanuel Kant) FRZ NHIEEF L2 Joe 2 RN R
I\ N R 2 PR N SRSRE R gt AL A % (Hacking, 1999 & Gerard, 1999), AMYAnpt, [t
FHFEMEE X (Neo-Kantianism) [FJKJE, it e ik & f5 k¥ Marburg school 1 Heidelberg school
#omiE T A ARXAEE NI (Dilthey, 1989) . M Al #8244 3= Xy AR I

AR A2 AR PRI VR T4 2% 5K R T (Emile Durkheim) 53514 (Max Wber) X H 435}
G SRR G IR R B W A (Durkheim, 1965), B & — LA R I0ie, KiRiHET A2
FEM R EY e, HE—PH, FEW (Anthony Giddens) HI45FJLEEE (structuration theory) i
AL & 5 4k 2 S N R A 15 it 8 3 5 4 S5 O A B st AEAH B A7 (Giddens, 1979).
Ba, T B4 H K (George Herbert Mead) 57 & Bk (Herbert Blumer) 455 H.3)i: (Symbolic
Interactionism), Bl F 35t & 8 A &R H B8 77 A4 5 4 5 ) 25 10 5 7R 8% 80 32 R4l (Qin,
2006b). FEETE T E 4 E R HE 5 AR A E B TR S NI, R DGR BITE S AR R SORUA
FIVER, o B8 5 e i i 2350 (Heidegger, 1962). RIUAE & H 224, BSAH RS
P EEME ST E S AR N T — M E AR IA B3 Sk b 2 AR A e . RIEHE— DB G 4R R
1 (Ludwig Josef Johann Wittgenstein )+ ' Ul 2537 (Jiirgen Habermas) A1 BT (John Langshaw Austin)
WHEF S A, HHESAREMEN R M SIES, SNKEE GRS, Bt i, 155 5%m
AT TR Z 520 A 3 o

JAE A = SO T B [ AR A ) [ PRt s OMES: s SR T 3 [ 27 YR AN B S I 55 0 o1 3 SIS
5775 #1 (Hugo Grotius) f£4; R 7 9 B S YRAE A B FE . AUUFNRRIE (1) ik o A 3 SOl 1
ek = XWEE, S R A T ABHE S R A — P W vER7 20 R, R 32 TR
W 7 BRI SO N R IE R BEVE S B B 5K DL K S R B s DA R 38 S AT AL v IR A TR UK
(theSense of We - Ness), AL IEA L G2 3L FN AT M. /o Dhfe E Sk R 1) 25
R T e 10 BT A T 0T S A A 78 A8 D Re 32 S5 R0 A D% (1) Bt 98 A0 R A\ HL 5 e i 44 32 3L (Taleott &
Neil, 2012). B3 SCR S H S B 2R F00 T 4 32 SCRIRII DY 23267750 (&1 1) (Liao, 20060 - [AFE,
SR [ bRz RAE s e Ek 2 5 (B 2) KRz (B 3) #7848 (Bao, 2011). M
PLE =5k RASATAT, AR CIEARS EIEAR SRR S 3 S, 10 R T PN 50 1) 0 5 = B R X R e
B EA—E . FE—PUlH TG0 SEUE 3 SO8 2 5 SRR F L, FEAFRIM S 55 R i E 2 AR iR S
SRR BRAH B B A AR IR 5 AR 2 S RE S A Rl A I n) . ZEIRXARISOL T, SR N T
AR TR EIR F 9K T B F W, RS TE R I AR R SR AL E Y DT T T L
P ESCRA T2 M g5, i A RAEAE Z R AR IR IS5 R (Mo, 2008) . X FHEL RAH
2 SR F AR T T7 % EIMEAE Z R0 2 X W 77 10 1) 2 Jo i 2 HESh A 3 UK B 77 .
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(Ann Tickner)

Kl 1. REEH R
a8 g4 REANY RERS
QAL THE S HaT LA S | B BB, REMAIE (Peter ). | RIARBFAEG AL SR k. BESE RN
=D Katzenstein) FE/R% (Martha ST E EAR RN LA,
Finnemore). M
#r (Ernst Hass)
S BAR FEAE) 3 3L Y%L (Richard EGt SRR R, SR ARIE S WS
Ashley). fEH %2 (Der Derian). Ik R B A
/K5 (R.B. J. Walker)
SR ESYE AR 518N (David Dessler) IR R S A IR E TR ST .
RAEHRIH, JERK FEG R 2 X REHHE . G FEREEMHE (John | #2075 EVE 32 UOEH AN WFFLE S AT
¥ (Robert Meyer) FG S5 B vk 2
Keohane) H17%
34 (Stephen
krasner) : ([ LA A 3 X % (Thomas FikEwZ o, KM, RiEF LERASE
BR 4 25 54t e Riss-Kappen). % $F(Christian ] 7
BRI Reus-Smit). ¥ F|Hi (Richard Price)
J& BRAR ZEAE 32 3L XAl —UIHRE A TS 2 . SERIFRINEATEE
BB GAEEA
PR (Ted L5511 BERE. RBRHE, FEREE, whidt | BRI B = EHT B B3 L .
Hopf: (EPrX kg
RERH M
Pz Eite 2l ki) WAL FEES/R (David Compbell) BT ERA . i) S [ B TR B
IRIR A
MR (CREUIR IR F X BARE R FEYE H FRBUAIRAMRM AED R Rt 2. EBRt 41
A2 E F i FARINGIESE S F=
D Ja AR 32 X WAL GIRIR 5
LM 175 #% (Spike Peterson) 5%k 51k

2. REH U

IR (50 @R E L W GiED @i E L WOk AR 3
HIRW® AL MESRIEFEMN. 50 | HeESRMHEERR. ML RIEEMERIES . NEERES
FEARREM R T EE | Ragisd @B miae kg i, HAsE .
SRR R AR R
Fe/NEA AR X e HIESE J Bl 3 S
FEE LI e SHE®R. BHEESER. L | @R, fAEie, s JEUARE . JEEE M E L
FHE X FHE X
REAY EHE. P{ES) (Emanual BB, SR YE S YAAL ORI A
Adler %)
3. RHEHUI)
AR /R (David g4 KREAY kA
Campbell) Ja G5B PAIK AR S EM AR AT N R RARIE S B4R
HEFI fi% (Barry Buzan) 5iE4%F (Ole | INFRMAHEA . &6l 3EmEIS S
Waever)
Wi ke 53R | IAn B (RS Snhiithfde CBR | HSESEE (Ra5%M
i
Ja AR R 5T 1E BRI 55RO R
4 2 (Ralph | fR5FHI SN S35 P (PR
P )
eiman WAL =R FUTRRSTEN
AR SR BRAR 5 1z
PITi /R Jeffrey | 5451 RS IREE SR FE SRR . N RIS FRIBERFT A
Checkel)
RN R R S SAEE ARG 518 S T 7.
Ejie2llif] F3E M (Maja Zehfuss) 5t 2% | JESZIEE XHHRE . R ERGEM TP RIHLSE, ©
(Thomas Diez) IR 75
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2. &S B4 ANSEFEEEN

NSHaEMFEEELESIT A, MEFES TR, e IEER. MEESITNNEKE, &
SAMUARIM FRIEPEARER, HSIME T2 KSR (Nicholas Onuf) WY N2
AR, HeREIE S ER T A MM, R4S, s il A dEs s, HiX M
A2 X (Onuf, 1989a).

MTIEE, BERSE—PHRELS AN WS 8ES1TA (Assertive Speech Acts) fa 2 HEFAT
A (Directives) VAKX ARERIEZ 178 (Commissives) (K 4) (Onuf, 1989b). & F AT NI ThREREASIH
28 AR RN BR ], s 5 R S e A RN B [ BREOa S T R BRI, Bt SR X A
L RN E AR A S R 4R S U o FR 2 TTE B IRy dn &, botn: SE [ ZOREASER %
PRI B R NP R D BN AE HH T 28 0048 2R o T AR U B4 5 0 SRV, tedn: oS
B —BUR N TT 2k, SRR RT3 A VR 2 TR 5 s 28 H PRI AR T R0 o B 5 o s AT
4t (Friedrich V. Kratochwil) SCREREIN43 D9 B RN S5 04 v, w5 o Bez . — Mt S0
TR T Je 2 D) 550 8 PR 5 S AL 54 S8 I R AR TS ) 258 (Kratochwil, 1989).

R 3 SOA N E Z B S BN A 4E 3R E I B— 1. IR4%F (Alexander Wendt) K £ 17 73 =
2% 4K G 4y (Corporate Identity )+ #t-2> B 11 (Social Identity) 5 #2544 & 1y (Societal Collective Identity)
(Wendt, 1994a). B S IAT A Wt AN F SRR @M 74T A S, Ho By hH AT R
AREAT AR RN R BSCTT S A) H PR T il AR o — 20 8 L PRk 2 R AR 4y BT 4 A 2 5] 1) 8 485G R
R . BT NE QNG BRSNS 5 HoAlAT 3 AL AH ELIA R (Wendt, 1994b). 3
S S SR 2R 254 3 T DA 0240 O ARG ), TR AR A g BBl B 2 S5 44 2 fh 3545 A11R (Shared
Knowledge). #))ii % (Material Resources) M SEEk (Practices) PRI (Wendt, 1995). A5 AR
TRAT AT EY RO SE R B B iR AR SN R AR i 45 o P 45 ) BROR 2 B A R
{BIACIRAERS E KA T A BERIR T2 3, MEAT AR B B e b, [ bRt 8504 me
Fd

Kl 4. RHEHBE. @)

ZI A e
LSRRI 2 B ORI | P S5 A B SR ST RN | P B S A SR /AT D 2 R
s iy gy Fend
SR PN e Ed=aY
B ok 7R
W s ST N R FIEAT N AW HEIEIT N
FRRH RAH AV
o B ) AT B R 1
TALEH JEREH (UNEEST AR

3. EZH Va5 B K 5 XA 25 KR

[ 2 ) 7 YU BB T [ e b i, 4l vi4Frd (Donald E. Nuechterlein) PA3E E E R 26 N 81, F
B FER N AR REM . FENEEEAR . gt — A AE R a5 e BiEpl s,
BIRIEEE AR, ST EEAZINIIEEFE . BN E SR, 2%, RIRPEEERINIR S
L S5WEMAT R DU R TR, BIgEdr 5 Ad T mT 38k B pe DATH KGR 4 A9 7E 40 b PR A1
P H|5 (Nuechterlein, 1976). #L7a#5 5% (Ivo D. Duchacek) A NEZFKFI N 9 EE LN HANT1H
B KSR R R BUAHIEE . LuFHlfE L&t 584 (Dunchacek, 19700,

Toib AR PR 5, FEARTT LRGN L =AM 0 WA A K R R s 43 77 e 55— 282 B
FEFR 2 (Hans Morgenthau) BRI RIF] 75 A H & 5 (Morgenthau, 1962 & Pham, 1962), [E S 14 A7H
& 1B R 28 AR A, [ BRIECE BRI & 06 [ (1) 2 38 AT R H], R a8 Ok 1B 2K AR 17 AU,
R KT EIBRF 5 5 2R PLAEIR 2% (Kenneth Waltz) )22 4 RIUF 25 8 H & & (Waltz, 2008),
B AT FIERER a8 Hbr &4, HIS H E K50 KRR LA L DREEE R %4, sfa—8
2 CLEARF I S0y BD A 2 A & A (Wendt, 1999), G454 B KAz, BHILER TR BR S0
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B3 I p R B 2 G5 AA T RR S Y A5 B 6 T 5 B AN TR R 2

Ji B8N0 [ 5 By A7 it B R 2 (4 S L L 5K B R PR A S IR A3 A BIDAZ A B AR B 1) B 470
I 5t R PR A 55 51 32 DA B TR 5K B 0 50 A1 B PRI R0 R R 2 O PR A1) 5 5149 (Zhou, 20110 IR AL
5 0K+ X B SRR JE . AS BRI E AL L5k, . AN, SFECESE.
fle 3t [ 2R i e 5 BRI K 52 N AR AU RE ROV P R AS LAINSE o B DA FE 5 B i 0F [ 2R 2 A BR A
TR o Hoik, EE R SRt AU RE T, BRI A SR RN, 17 T S 0 I S o TS AE 11
BEEFERHEFAESE, BEMER AR DR RIS EORSE. wiit, E XS0 IR0 B XA f 51T
TEM o R B SR AR B2 R B SR 5 B AT AR RER B2 o it [ S B ATAR X A
FEFA R RIREF . BEAh, XESNFIBIITAa 520 B S (AT EE s B R N il A e i, R ATE
R 43 M2 £ 5 7 [ R

4. BREHERIERSERS0E5]

TR FE TCBURPRAS T [ s k2 A7 72 = B AN 5] ST I 2836 (AT AR S AT ARE 1) B 4. B
AT IEIE BN S s BV vo SCPIT BB (R T £y DA A el BB SCAL B 2836 I IR R B4 4 (Wendt,
1992). KPR SCAL e 2 i B 3RS A BLA v = AR BT L o DA [ S A S i s T S e T I R
Uy GRS, SRR U S0 BRSO I 3%, T -5 2 AH S R U g 1 7 a2 436 B 36 3 47 J 1 B S 240 SR T o

F5 BB [ X S IR R IAG A =ANER (Weid, 2014). %%, RREUR R E T E KIS0,
BT — AN R 20 [ Bk 2 B RE A ) B SR 55 TR 58 T 1 X B A, B0 — A [ 5000 A ] AR 5 00 g AR AR G 22
FAE 0 E B K Sy ) — A BRI . XA RS TSI, PR AR AR DL 5 B A
HIREIR . O, P e T EE S, s\ — Bt NOSESEFR8SEE N —
ANEFH S FIRbR e BJa, NI OUE 7 EZ S0y, BIE WL &1965 7 (Luxembourg
Institute for European and International Studies, 2008). Fff LAIXFh 5 S = W A KIE ) A& DA 5K )77 520
B DU 5 RIS g Bl 5 N R EAH ELAE R R R AMER AR Y5 F&  (Rothstein, 1968). S As
B AFERIR, TRZHEN. W2 H RS (Wendt, 1999), JHIGHER 72—, H
i =R R AFE — M7 R BRI DA BT 22 53 9 v (0 N BRI S 4, (B2 X 33X A S (R A
JRAE TR H 3RAE IRSE R R, [R5 At 2 At B A AR i o I LA Ao B 433 5 5| R 22 [
FIBEKR AN o DAL 2R N FERti SR B, IX A0 B 03 18 X 20 Ak 9 3 42 o — B LA RO R AR AAE T .
—MTRETRTH ZA K8 Sy o 385 7 J0H B B AR ILAE [ 54 R 71T #7160 5 4 DLSCHOR JR i
BV X A [ B 3R 5 40 B o B4 B HL S B S m) B B 1 X Bl A o feJm — R ARAR B R 2R
J& S0y 5 A 0 B 0y O 25 S K 2 R 2 A 2 O B R 2 ) —

5. EEEEFXSHEERRFHIEM

E XX B S B A S S5hE XRRWEZ P HFEE ST N (Zhao, 2013). REFH—H08H
2 ¥ 54876 (James Der Derian) FIWLAL: B S S A0 #4) B 7R BEAE SCAR 515 5 [RIRHE R =24, SCAREL
FRIARSZRE BETHIE S, SIBNRSEFRSEZ R A RES (Chi, 2012 & Derian, 1989), [F]
BHE— @ MBS 2 e, BIRER B REA R E S . 185 BIEE K & & WA Z IR BT,
— 7 &I 5 AT A AL IR K G4y FI52e, 7 — 5 T2 8 5 0 2 WE R EE X S 1
. HTIESITNRES A BARFE N, Kk, MRS AT E N S E N E . E
P 2 DA SRR D) DG R B U P A i R I 2 K] 25 (Lin and Zhu, 1996 & Cortell and Davis, 1996) .
RIYEE] PA 1] E F F P S5 s D PN R 2 FRER B 5 0 25 K A 1R TR P ) 55 T B U DL R 5 5 (BT 5D A
PL, FUFESEIE [E 9 B oy AL FE e, 7R 55 R N 1 = AN R 2 AT 2 A2 75 B8 B OE N Ak
oM E K S . (RIS SR e 56 2 6 U PN AL s iR FH SR IR s 1 ALt (&1 6D

TEZEMEIR b, 18 5 B =28 IR i i A7 A ) [ Bt 2 2 N T i BBl K B4y (L, 2012). [
Z: R bt 2 HAD E K1) S e SR 25 Wi e 3 &S 50 55, BIFEXA IR A, Sl 208000 4%
T AEZEMZ RIS (Wendt, 1999), X FhSCik RAETE A B 0% BB AT NIRRT % 2 15,
A RetE AL . 1K BRI S SCA I E A 2 AR A, A2 R S5 AN 32 SO s AT AR5
TN SO B RS . BEAh, FUNS SO TR BRI S R, RO  EA E 2 Ha
— I EEAR T S AT N IR A WA E AT, A XAMT RAE AT RO —AMT A, Wk
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e UL EAMFAERINGE 54T AT RENE -
5. RHEHHUI

%= e pidEs
I B AU 1] pAy A PG A
&5 U
P 2 BEHER 25 %
PELAS A 2 A
FIU DL P EiY A
(2Fa ol
W %

6. REHAZ)

g R AL
BH A s P TE g
e Nk NN A e

6. FUNNF E PRtk a5 R

[ Pt o DB E R, B EPRAE 24T EBUG IR, ARSI N Btk & 245 2
FRGEia 1, (B — SR [ bRt 2 BIER X A — D e B BB A R B — MR A3 Y . &
#& (Berhard Giesen) WXl BEL5H R R AR M T &%, MIAAT I IRHE N A0AT id 2 RE 8 7 £ B AR 52
BEAES R SR a2, X =ANJ7 AR R I R s SR I 25K (Giesen, 19870, #2031,
R FTIR, = FE S AT 24 T =, DUOSRUNBAT A 2 i Eaa T, REsE 515 RGBT NIRRT,
KNI BE 8% 3 N7 — T AL KPS At 224544 (Onuf, 1999¢). PRUHR NG = A 7 IR . BLSS IAA Ayl e
REWE = L = Fhalfitty, BIBIARUEN, SRR A SAMIRE5H o BRI b g 7 0 0 i FE2 RS vt A 2 e
ST o FEIXFPEE R Z T, AT N RIE L B 54T D9 LLRE i sl s i HABAT DR AE [ Pt > S5 IR AT 9
FERXFPEIRLGE N, AT NRMREEMAL LA R GER I H 1. U 482 B A2 AOAT U B REWS &
P SRR Ai ), RGN, TS B SIS0 G T, RS M AR . XK
RIS A R s B Btk 2 5K Y B B AT AR R — € P RS, b R MT IR AL B O E T EAEE
Bt G5 R IHER o f i — ARIOU IR G54, X ARGt B T, AR AR SR b, AT
NEGAT A EEA AT, A A LI A HAH A, AU R 2 i B 4 S 22 B 3 5% 202 th B3N
FIrre i e FEIXFR Bt ile R SAE IR SE I N, B0A — MT N IRRERS I B Stih 88 B B AT M iR,
HAT JUAMT AL T TS S — B e i BUE B AtV 2544 (Qin, 2006¢)

7. Btk ExER S -5 R

] B #2540 2 B 3 R . Wi BRI SEER TR Bl e IR I = AN 23R W Be A 52 i) [ oK £ 4 5 [
KA. FHBRILA FREREE RSN E R T, 2 AREESERRTE, B4 B R
L= GERYMEAT AR Z AL ERA ST 2 (Wendt, 2005). g2, W AR JL46 SR i [ Frik
ZWN s INRIAT ARG HABAT R Z R e &R, 24T NI 2 TR B AL BRI E X478 BLRIE H
SR SEAZH . K2, EARAMIRNER2F, Bk Tt 3LmE, 47 R 5 AR
Z NPT MEAER S A AR R AMB AR IR RISy 5 o 0058 DEUR I R2 AT 5, BRI DU 4 1 1 B Bt
[P —ER 53, AR BLUR A A0 B bRt 2 3 JIR G5 & A Be =R f2mn,  FRafl (1)) o 5L YR A [ Bt
2 = X (Jackson and Serensen, 2007). [EPrttox /g — MR E R, LBk, AIARZ AE KA
H&), XFhE AR R TSRS (Lin, 2013a). HbidE—2 007, Bt S4udkin s,
T o i [ PRt & 142524 5] (Social Learning)« #2346 (Socialization). {5k, (Routinization) M
FTEY B (Normative Diffusion) HIEAISFEMZNA M. HIL, EFrth a2 iR s 513
7E B btk 2 AT AR ) BB SR .

eAh, EPRFE SO IUE T E KA & S0 50 a8 L, IRAREATEE H ) = E PRk 2 i 0k
EAT 4L (Hobbesian Cultures) ¥ 34t (Lockean Culture) A% 324f (Kantian Culture) HEfS
AR E PRt = BEURPIR S T E R G40 8 (Wendt, 1999). XE PRtk &b FEA L2 B, FEZEK
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5 [ 5 [ P9 5 2 A OGS T HLANK AN AR s [ 5K R A PR ) 2 s P s 0 R o S e ) 8
M. BEZOE SRk Esm KBRS . XM e T, A EXESE S FH . £
W2, EXERRANEF KR BREZAA AR H2ER SR B R, hit
[ X 2 FRB M A LAIE A S %4, fa, ERESCET, BRIt ERUR 2 Bk frEd
[E] B AL ) AR o B S RV P I, <3 SR 2 4 LABT LE 38 76 BN U (X PT e

8. M4

A T SCHAR AR YR AT DUB I AL R R 5 B ARRA R DO, T F T A E R 1] DL B
RAHWHNE . I R 3 SRR BT 2 1805 TR IR A AR AN A o X T A SO ORUE K 1), B —
RO — G 2 SCIRU IR AE A58 S R A% S AL S A v el o (L 20 SRR b I TR A Sy 2 S
W2 N, WILA BRI TR B0 s, AL TN — AN RS AR A S AL 2 4 B iR
MEZR o 15 5 S S Oy ARORAERE 73 30l oK B B 25 RURRF AOL AL, TR U PR AR IR 5 17 B 55 R 5 me R AT 4 1)
Bk, T EEAE 2SRRI A T IRR R . SERR b AN EBHEZ AR & 1 IR E X
SR RRRAFTC R 0 Prtt 2 5 BRSSO Hah W FE 2 MG S A TR RS 6. HEZE
i 5 L 2 473 2 [ ot 2 SO DA R A SR B S 0 B 1) B AR R ) e R o [ 5 B 3 7 ] 2 9 N (T
O Sy KmLEES e 1 E M ERMWBR] . 2485 S0 fiE, R EZ S8
MERTE BAR 2R AN JZ R ASE ) [ XA Y T o MEZREE— D S 2 aha& ), R T, B
X A A FRIRE I A A P B0 e 2 T BB ORH A 5 4T D (AR EL AR S i A PRI A 5 PR 4K 2 2% T LA i [
Prttoxaify, MG Ml A FR . PIB BEUR . A T SEER S SO RO [ X A i i A S5 16 4%
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